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dogma has certainly not found favor with American courts, but
it does contribute to obscure the picture. It has caused, at
least, more readiness to recognize an adoption similar to the
domestic type than a dissimilar one, which is an unfortunate
starting point.
Certain Canadian statutes avoid enlarging the rights created
by foreign adoption, but they share the main rule of the Re-
statement. For instance, the Ontario statute provides that:
"A person . . . adopted in accordance with the laws of the
province where he is domiciled, shall be entitled to the same
rights of succession as to property in Ontario as he would have
had in the province in which he was adopted but not exceeding
the right he would have had if adopted under this Act."82
(c) Faced with their usual topic, viz., the share to which
foreign adopted children are entitled in a succession, American
courts have decided from case to case, as results seemed war-
ranted by the circumstances, although in some instances they
have been influenced by the formalistic arguments frequent
in English and Canadian courts. Unfortunately, a theoretical
point has been introduced. The courts and their annotators usu-
ally distinguish whether a right to inherit by or from an
adopted person has been established by the state where the
adoption has been performed and, if so, whether the statute
giving the right is an adoption statute or an inheritance statute.
To illustrate, it has been said in a remarkably explicit note that,
if the right of inheritance has been limited in the state of
adoption,-the restriction may be imposed either upon the status
or upon the right to succession. The first is to be presumed, if
the child, by the statute of the state of adoption, has been
granted the full position of a natural child in relation to the
^ 82 Ontario (1927) 17 Geo. V, c. 53 s. 13, re-enacted R. S. O. 1937,0.218$. 13.
Similar, British Columbia, Adoption Act, R.S.B.C. 1936, c. 6 s. n $ Prince-
Edward Island, Adoption Act, 1930, c. 12 s. 15 and Children's Act (1940) c. 12,
s. 124.